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VIL out of nonentity; what is cannot come out of wh t-is
not. If every cause is alike already non-existent, it is
senseless to talk of particular things only emanating
out of other particular things. Grant the seed, the
milk, the clay, and so forth, to be already nonentities,
being suppressed to make way for the plant, the curds,
the jjot that come into being out of them, and there will
be no difference between these several nonentities, t&ey
being all characterless alike; just as there is no dif-
ference between the horns of a hare, the flowers in the
sky, and the like pieces of absurdity. Thus the Bud-
dhist; plea that everything in particular must emanate
out of something in particular, the plant, out of a-seed
and nothing but a seed, and so on, comes to nothing,- If
things 6an come out of a characterless nullity the plant,
the curds, the pot, and so forth may coma out of such
mere nullities as the homs of a hare and the flowers
in the sky, and every one sees that this is not the
case.

'" If, on the other hand, the Buddhist contends for a
difference between this, that, and the other nullity, just
as this, that, and the other lotus differ, this being blue,
that red, .and the other white; his nothings will become
somethings, as much as the lotuses themselves are
somethings. A nothing cannot give birth to a some*
thingtfor the very good reason that a nothing is a nothing.
The horns of the hare and the flowers of the sky are
nothitgs, and as nothings they give birth to nothing.

" If entity came out of nonentity, every entity that
has come into being would be nonentitative, and this is
not the ease, for every one can see that each and every
entity is entitative in its own particular modes of being.
Everything is of the same nature as that outf of wnich
it has had its origin. No one imagines the pots that
have been made of clay, and retain the nature of clay/
to have been woven out of threads, or imagines textile
fabrics.to have bee&rfashioned out of clay. Every one